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Adrian Martinez-Duran, a native and citizen of Mexico, petitions for review
of the Board of Immigration Appeal's summary affirmance without opinion of an

immigration judge’s denial of his application for cancellation of removal. Our
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jurisdiction is governed by 8 U.S.C § 1252. We dismiss in part and deny in part
the petition for review.

To the extent Martinez-Duran challenges the 1J’s determination that he failed
to demonstrate the requisite “exceptional and extremely unusual hardship” for
cancellation of removal, we lack jurisdiction to review that contention. See
Martinez-Rosas v. Gonzales, 424 F.3d 926, 929-30 (9th Cir. 2005).

Although we have jurisdiction to consider Martinez-Duran’s contention that
the his removal is unconstitutional because it will result in the forced removal of
his United States citizen daughter, this contention lacks merit because Martinez-
Duran testified that his daughter would not accompany him to Mexico if he were
ordered removed.

Martinez-Duran’s contention that the 1J deprived him of due process by
refusing to let him fully present his case is without merit. Cf. Colmenar v. INS,
210 F.3d 967, 971 (9th Cir. 2000).

PETITION FOR REVIEW DISMISSED in part and DENIED in part.



